They see the education system as a means of' building that consensus.
To speak of 'detente in the classroom' can thus be controversial and have far-reaching conclusions.
The process centrally involves the participation of the teacher in the breaking down of East-West enemy images, of the ideological certainties which so often take the place of rational assessment.
It involves the contradiction of a mass of ideologically determined 'fact' and 'research findings', and the attempt to question fundamentally the guilt and fear which are, despite differences between them, the basis and rationale of the defence and armaments strategies of both superpowers.
It thus works to undermine culturally the immense economic and political strength of the military-industrial complex, which after all relies on educational establishments for research, and on which to some extent those education- The responsibility of these teachers lies in what choices they make about how to teach their subjects. Put bluntly, are they going to teach within the matrices and expectations of the established ideology and its own 'false objectivity' (as Christa Wolf has put it)? Or are they going to question that ideology, take the other ideology (with its claimed objectivity) into account, and try to teach and research within a third fraternity which is seeking to promote East-West reconciliation, and the kinds of truths about 'the other side' which the ideology-based 'objectivities' have suppressed? These are aims, it should be added, which are entirely consistent with our countries' duties as signatories to the CSCE (Helsinki) Accords.
The evidence (to be referred to in more detail later on) concerning lecturers on the GDR in higher education in Britain is that virtually all of them support the latter, pro-d6tente course.
They have long since recognised the near nakedness of the emperors, and have taken up sceptical and critically differentiated positions in relation to the ideological stereotypes and the evidence produced to justify them. Taken together, these lecturers are therefore to be seen as a body of people working against received ideas and what is assumed to be the ideological consensus.
They are attempting to cut the barbed wire of prejudice and to
give their students, in the light of their various findings, an in-
